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DETAILED ACTION 



Election/Restrictions 

Claims 2-5 and 18-21 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on June 
22, 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 6- 11, 13, 16, 17,22-27, 29, 32 - 36, 38 and 40-41 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yahiaoui et al. (WO 98/10134). 

With respect to claim 1 , Yahiaoui et al. (hereinafter "Yahiaoui") discloses the a 
personal care absorbent article (page 3, lines 1 - 3) comprising an outer cover layer, a 
liner layer, and a containment layer between the outer cover and the liner layer wherein 
at least one of the layers comprises a pulp - based nonwoven web material (page 10, 
lines 9-13) treated with a density modulator consisting essentially of an alkyl glycoside 
(page 2, lines 34 - 36 and page 1 1 , lines 2-4) wherein the at least one layer treated 
with the density modulator increases in thickness by at least about 12% when the at 
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least one layer comes into contact with a blood - containing body fluid as set forth on 
page 2, lines 20 - 30, page 10, lines 9 - 13 and on page 11, lines 2-7. 

Yahiaoui incorporates the reference of Yahiaoui (US 5,540,979) on page 10, 
lines 9 - 13 which discloses the personal care article comprising) comprising an outer 
cover layer (716), a liner layer (712) and a containment layer (718) between the outer 
cover and the liner layer (figure 7) wherein at least one of the layers comprises a pulp - 
based nonwoven web material (col. 7, lines 17 - 22). 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 1 is the provision that the layer 
treated with the density modulator increases in thickness by at least about 12% when 
the at least one layer comes into contact with a blood - containing bodily fluid. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the layer of Yahiaoui that is treated with the density modulator 
would ultimately increase in thickness by at least about 12% when the layer comes into 
contact with a blood - containing body fluid because Yahiaoui discloses the application 
of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 to a nonwoven layer (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 
7) which is identical to that claimed by the subject application on page 14, lines 12-15. 

The claimed invention is directed to an absorbent article treated with a density 
modulator. The density modulator makes the treated material in the absorbent article 
more wettable, thus increasing the article's intake capacity and also lowers the density 
of the treated material when the material comes into contact with a blood - containing 
fluid. By lowering the density of the treated material, the volume of the material 
increases. See page 5, lines 10 - 16 of the instant specification. 
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Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses the use of the same density modulator 
(GLUCOPON 220) as used by the applicant. Therefore, it has been established that 
Yahiaoui provides an absorbent article treated with a density modulator, which in turn, 
would increase the thickness of the treated layer when that layer comes into contact 
with a blood - containing body fluid. In light of this, it can be reasonably assumed that 
the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same results as the claimed invention 
since the same substance and concentration taught by the claimed invention has been 
disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 6 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer. 

Yahiaoui discloses the density modulator may be applied to a multilayer laminate 
as set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 23. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the density 
modulator to the containment layer in view of the Yahiaoui disclosure because Yahiaoui 
discloses that the density modulator may be applied to any nonwoven of particular use 
for personal care articles (page 3, lines 1 - 3). Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses that fabrics 
suitable for use with the invention are multilayered laminates (page 10, line 9). 
Therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide the containment layer of the multilayered laminate with the density 
modulator since the containment has been disclosed as a nonwoven (col. 5, line 65 of 
the '979 patent) which is of particular use for a personal care product as taught by the 
'979 reference in col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 34. 
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The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 7 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 8 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
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conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 9 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 10 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator is useful for a diaper liner (page 
10, line 29) and that the density modulator may be applied to a multilayer laminate as 
set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 23. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the density 
modulator to the containment layer in view of the Yahiaoui disclosure because Yahiaoui 
discloses that the density modulator may be applied to any nonwoven of particular use 
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for personal care articles (page 3, lines 1 - 3). Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses that fabrics 
suitable for use with the invention are multilayered laminates (page 10, line 9). 
Therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide the containment layer of the multilayered laminate with the density 
modulator since the containment has been disclosed as a nonwoven (col. 5, line 65 of 
the '979 patent) which is of particular use for a personal care product as taught by the 
'979 reference in col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 34. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 1 1 is the provision that the density 
modulator reduces the density of the containment layer without lysing red blood cells 
when the containment layer comes into contact with a blood - containing bodily fluid. 

Yahiaoui discloses the application of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 
to a nonwoven layer (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 7), which is identical to that, claimed by the 
subject application on page 14, lines 12-15. Therefore, while Yahiaoui does not 
specifically disclose the reduction of density without lysing red blood cells, it can be 
reasonably assumed that the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same 
results as the claimed invention since the same substance and concentration taught by 
the claimed invention has been disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

Regarding claim 13, Yahiaoui discloses a pulp - based nonwoven web material 
comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth on page 10, lines 9 - 
13 through the incorporation of Yahiaoui which discloses the pulp - based nonwoven 
web material comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth in col. 6, 
lines 26 - 30. 
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Regarding claim 16, Yahiaoui discloses that the invention is useful for personal 
care products. A personal care product is well known in the art to include any item 
intended for use by one person only (i.e. personal use) which includes a wound 
dressing. 

With respect to claim 17, Yahiaoui discloses a catamenial device (page 3, lines 
1 - 3) comprising an outer cover layer, a liner layer, and a containment layer between 
the outer cover and the liner layer wherein at least one of the layers comprises a pulp - 
based nonwoven web material (page 10, lines 9-13) treated with a density modulator 
consisting essentially of an alkyl glycoside (page 2, lines 34 - 36 and page 1 1 , lines 2 - 
4) wherein the at least one layer treated with the density modulator increases in 
thickness by at least about 12% when the at least one layer comes into contact with a 
blood - containing body fluid as set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 30, page 1 0, lines 9-13 
and on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Yahiaoui incorporates the reference of Yahiaoui (US 5,540,979) on page 10, 
lines 9-13 which discloses the personal care article comprising ) comprising an outer 
cover layer (716), a liner layer (712) and a containment layer (718) between the outer 
cover and the liner layer (figure 7) wherein at least one of the layers comprises a pulp - 
based nonwoven web material (col. 7, lines 17 - 22 ). 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 17 is the provision that the layer 
treated with the density modulator increases in thickness by at least about 12% when 
the at least one layer comes into contact with a blood - containing bodily fluid. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the layer of Yahiaoui that is treated with the density modulator 
would ultimately increase in thickness by at least about 12% when the layer comes into 
contact with a blood - containing body fluid because Yahiaoui discloses the application 
of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 to a nonwoven layer (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 
7) which is identical to that claimed by the subject application on page 14, lines 12-15. 

The claimed invention is directed to an absorbent article treated with a density 
modulator. The density modulator makes the treated material in the absorbent article 
more wettable, thus increasing the article's intake capacity and also lowers the density 
of the treated material when the material comes into contact with a blood - containing 
fluid. By lowering the density of the treated material, the volume of the material 
increases. See page 5, lines 10 - 16 of the instant specification. 

Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses the use of the same density modulator 
(GLUCOPON 220) as used by the applicant. Therefore, it has been established that 
Yahiaoui provides an absorbent article treated with a density modulator, which in turn, 
would increase the thickness of the treated layer when that layer comes into contact 
with a blood - containing body fluid. In light of this, it can be reasonably assumed that 
the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same results as the claimed invention 
since the same substance and concentration taught by the claimed invention has been 
disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 22 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer. 
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Yahiaoui discloses the density modulator may be applied to a multilayer laminate 
as set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 23. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the density 
modulator to the containment layer in view of the Yahiaoui disclosure because Yahiaoui 
discloses that the density modulator may be applied to any nonwoven of particular use 
for personal care articles (page 3, lines 1 - 3). Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses that fabrics 
suitable for use with the invention are multilayered laminates (page 10, line 9). 
Therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide the containment layer of the multilayered laminate with the density 
modulator since the containment has been disclosed as a nonwoven (col. 5, line 65 of 
the '979 patent) which is of particular use for a personal care product as taught by the 
'979 reference in col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 34. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 23 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
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conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 24 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 25 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to the containment layer in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as 
set forth on page 1 1 , lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to the containment layer is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see 
the rejection of claim 6), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being 
applied to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general 
conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 26 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the containment layer. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator is useful for a diaper liner (page 
10, line 29) and that the density modulator may be applied to a multilayer laminate as 
set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 23. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the density 
modulator to the containment layer in view of the Yahiaoui disclosure because Yahiaoui 
discloses that the density modulator may be applied to any nonwoven of particular use 
for personal care articles (page 3, lines 1 - 3). Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses that fabrics 
suitable for use with the invention are multilayered laminates (page 10, line 9). 
Therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide the containment layer of the multilayered laminate with the density 
modulator since the containment has been disclosed as a nonwoven (col. 5, line 65 of 
the '979 patent) which is of particular use for a personal care product as taught by the 
'979 reference in col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 34. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 27 is the provision that the density 
modulator reduces the density of the containment layer without lysing red blood cells 
when the containment layer comes into contact with a blood - containing bodily fluid. 
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Yahiaoui discloses the application of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 
to a nonwoven layer (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 7), which is identical to that, claimed by the 
subject application on page 14, lines 12-15. Therefore, while Yahiaoui does not 
specifically disclose the reduction of density without lysing red blood cells, it can be 
reasonably assumed that the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same 
results as the claimed invention since the same substance and concentration taught by 
the claimed invention has been disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

Regarding claim 29, Yahiaoui discloses a pulp - based nonwoven web material 
comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth on page 10, lines 9 - 
1 3 through the incorporation of Yahiaoui which discloses the pulp - based nonwoven 
web material comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth in col. 6, 
lines 26-30. 

With respect to claim 32, Yahiaoui discloses the a catamenial device (page 3, 
lines 1 - 3) comprising porous synthetic substrate including a pulp - based nonwoven 
web material (page 10, lines 9-13) treated with a density modulator consisting 
essentially of an alkyl glycoside (page 2, lines 34 - 36 and page 1 1 , lines 2-4) wherein 
the at least one layer treated with the density modulator increases in thickness by at 
least about 12% when the at least one layer comes into contact with a blood - 
containing body fluid as set forth on page 2, lines 20 - 30, page 1 0, lines 9-13 and on 
page 11, lines 2-7. 
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Yahiaoui incorporates the reference of Yahiaoui (US 5,540,979) on page 10, 
lines 9-13 which discloses a porous synthetic substrate as set forth in col. 6, 
lines 39-49. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 32 is the provision that this particular 
substrate is treated with the density modulator and when treated will increase in 
thickness by at least about 12% when the substrate comes into contact with a blood - 
containing bodily fluid. 

First, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the 
density modulator to the substrate disclosed by Yahiaoui (US 5540979) because 
Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to any nonwoven of 
particular use for personal care articles (page 3, lines 1 - 3). Likewise, Yahiaoui 
discloses that fabrics suitable for use with the invention are multilayered laminates 
(page 10, line 9). Therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to provide the containment layer of the multilayered laminate 
with the density modulator since the containment has been disclosed as a nonwoven 
(col. 5, line 65 of the '979 patent) which is of particular use for a personal care product 
as taught by the '979 reference in col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 34. 

Second, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made that the layer of Yahiaoui that is treated with the density 
modulator would ultimately increase in thickness by at least about 12% when the layer 
comes into contact with a blood - containing body fluid because Yahiaoui discloses the 
application of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 to a nonwoven layer (page 11, 
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lines 2-7) which is identical to that claimed by the subject application on page 14, lines 
12-15. 

The claimed invention is directed to an absorbent article treated with a density 
modulator. The density modulator makes the treated material in the absorbent article 
more wettable, thus increasing the article's intake capacity and also lowers the density 
of the treated material when the material comes into contact with a blood - containing 
fluid. By lowering the density of the treated material, the volume of the material 
increases. See page 5, lines 10 - 16 of the instant specification. 

Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses the use of the same density modulator 
(GLUCOPON 220) as used by the applicant. Therefore, it has been established that 
Yahiaoui provides an absorbent article treated with a density modulator, which in turn, 
would increase the thickness of the treated layer when that layer comes into contact 
with a blood - containing body fluid. In light of this, it can be reasonably assumed that 
the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same results as the claimed invention 
since the same substance and concentration taught by the claimed invention has been 
disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 33 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the porous synthetic substrate in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to a substrate in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as set forth on 
page 11, lines 2-7. 
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Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to a substrate is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see the 
rejection of claim 32), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being applied 
to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general conditions of a 
claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges 
involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 34 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the porous synthetic substrate in a specific concentration. 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to a substrate in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as set forth on 
page 11, lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to a substrate is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see the 
rejection of claim 32), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being applied 
to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general conditions of a 
claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges 
involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 35 is the provision that the density 
modulator is applied to the porous synthetic substrate in a specific concentration. 



Application/Control Number: 10/034,637 Page 17 

Art Unit: 3761 

Yahiaoui discloses that the density modulator may be applied to nonwoven 
fabrics is applied to a substrate in an amount of about 5% to about 80% as set forth on 
page 11, lines 2-7. 

Because it has already been established that the application of the density 
modulator to a substrate is within the level of skill of one of ordinary art (see the 
rejection of claim 32), the examiner further contends that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the amount of density modulator being applied 
to the containment layer since it has been held that where the general conditions of a 
claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges 
involves only routine skill in the art. 

The difference between Yahiaoui and claim 36 is the provision that the density 
modulator reduces the density of the containment layer without lysing red blood cells 
when the containment layer comes into contact with a blood - containing bodily fluid. 

Yahiaoui discloses the application of low concentrations of the GLUCOPON 220 
to a nonwoven layer (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 7), which is identical to that, claimed by the 
subject application on page 14, lines 12 - 15. Therefore, while Yahiaoui does not 
specifically disclose the reduction of density without lysing red blood cells, it can be 
reasonably assumed that the density modulator of Yahiaoui would yield the same 
results as the claimed invention since the same substance and concentration taught by 
the claimed invention has been disclosed by Yahiaoui. 

Regarding claim 38, Yahiaoui discloses a pulp - based nonwoven web material 
comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth on page 10, lines 9 - 
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13 through the incorporation of Yahiaoui which discloses the pulp - based nonwoven 
web material comprising a material selected from the listed group as set forth in col. 6, 
lines 26 - 30. 

Regarding claim 40, Yahiaoui discloses that the invention is useful for personal 
care products. A personal care product is well known in the art to include any item 
intended for use by one person only (i.e. personal use), which includes a sanitary pad. 

Regarding claim 41, Yahiaoui discloses that the invention is useful for personal 
care products. A personal care product is well known in the art to include any item 
intended for use by one person only (i.e. personal use), which includes a tampon. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 14, 30 and 39 allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed October 17, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's argument that Yahiaoui does not disclose a density 
modulator consisting essentially of alkyl glycoside, the examiner disagrees. Yahiaoui 
discloses a composition in which alkyl glycoside is present in amounts up to about 80% 
of the total composition weight (page 1 1 , lines 2 - 7), which meets the claimed limitation 
that the density modulator consists essentially of alkyl glycoside. 
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Likewise, Yahiaoui discloses the use of the same density modulator 
(GLUCOPON 220) as used by the applicant. Therefore, it has been established that 
Yahiaoui provides an absorbent article treated with a density modulator, which in turn, 
would increase the thickness of the treated layer when that layer comes into contact 
with a blood - containing body fluid. 

With respect to the applicant's argument regarding a density modulator that 
"consists essentially of" an alkyl glycoside, the examiner contends that absent a clear 
indication in the specification or claims of what the basic and novel characteristics 
actually are, "consisting essentially of will be construed as equivalent to "comprising." 
See, e.g., PPG, 156 F.3d at 1355, 48 USPQ2d at 1355. See also AK Steel Corp. v. 
Sollac, 344 F.3d 1234, 1240-41, 68 USPQ2d1280, 1283-84 (Fed. Cir. 2003) 

If an applicant contends that additional steps or materials in the prior art are ■ 
excluded by the recitation of "consisting essentially of," applicant has the burden of 
showing that the introduction of additional steps or components would materially change 
the characteristics of applicant's invention. See MPEP 21 1 1 .03 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Application/Control Number: 10/034,637 Page 20 

Art Unit: 3761 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michele Kidwell whose telephone number is 
571-272-4935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tatyana Zalukaeva can be reached on 571-272-1115. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Michele Kidwell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3761 



